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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-14, as filed on May 18, 2004, are pending for examination. 



Specification 



2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: reference 
numbers 40 and 42 are not discussed. The drawings contain the reference numbers 40 
and 42. However, the specification does not contain a description of those references 
numbers. See C.F.R. § 1.84(p). Appropriate correction is required. 

3. The disclosure is objected to because the description of Figure 1 is confusing. 
Referring to servers 1-3 is confusing since there is also a computer 2 and network 3. It 
would be clearer if the servers were either named something other than numbers or just 
used numbers that were not also references numbers. Appropriate correction is 
required. 



Claim Objections 



4. The claims are objected to because of the following informalities: the lack of the 
phrase "We claim" at the start of the claims. See MPEP 608.01 (m). Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. § 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-3, 6-8 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

7. Claims 1-3, 6-8 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because they fail 
to produce a tangible result. There is no tangible result in Claim 1 because the results 
of the search are not presented to the user or another system or method where it can 
be useful. Claims 2 and 3 do not add a tangible result to Claim 1 . Claims 6-8 and 11- 
12 have the same issue. These claims contain non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 1-4, and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cambot et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,555,403 (hereinafter Cambot). 

1 0. As for Claim 1 , Cambot teaches: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/709,61 6 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2191 

In a computer system, a method of searching through metadata from a plurality 
of data tables concurrently, the data tables being defined by a schema and stored in a 
database(s) (See e.g. col. 1, lines 8-20, and Claim 1), the method comprising: 

generating a graphical user interface, the graphical user interface having at least 
one item including a predefined instruction label which is associated with a 
corresponding SQL query for defining a search through the metadata from the plurality 
of data tables (See e.g. Claims 1 , 3, 5 and 14 and Figures 3-22); 

receiving user input, through the graphical user interface, selecting the schema 
and selecting the item having the predefined instruction label (See e.g. Claims 1 and 3); 
and 

processing the received user input so as to conduct a concurrent search through 
metadata from the plurality of tables, the type of search being based on the selected 
item having the predefined instruction label (See e.g. Claims 1, 3 and 10 and Figure 
23). 

11. As for Claim 2, Cambot teaches: 

A method of claim 1 , wherein each of the tables includes at least one column and 
the concurrent search through metadata from the plurality of tables involves 
concurrently searching for column names of the plurality of tables defined by the 
schema (See e.g. Claims 1 and 3 and Figures 3-22). 

1 2. As for Claim 3, Cambot teaches: 

A method of claim 1 , wherein the graphical user interface includes a user select 
menu allowing selection of the item having the predefined instruction label associated 
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with the corresponding SQL query from among a list having at least one other item 
having another predefined instruction label associated with another SQL query (See 
e.g. Claim 1 and 3 and Figures 3-22). 

1 3. As for Claim 4, Cambot teaches: 

A method of claim 1 , further comprising outputting data obtained as a result of 
the search in a dynamic chart (See e.g. col. 15, lines 35-40 and Figure 35). 

14. As for Claim 1 1 , Cambot teaches: 

A computerized graphical user interface capable of searching through metadata 
from a plurality of data tables defined by a schema and stored in a database, the 
graphical user interface comprising: 

a user selection menu including a list of items having respective predefined 
instruction labels associated with respective SQL queries each of which defines a 
search through the metadata from the plurality of data tables defined by the schema 
(See e.g. Claims 1, 3, and 5 and Figures 3-22); and 

a display window displaying the results of a processed SQL query that 
corresponds to the predefined instruction label of the item that is selected by the user 
utilizing the user selection menu from among the list of items, the processing of the SQL 
query including conducting a concurrent search through metadata from the plurality of 
tables, the type of concurrent search being based on the selected item (See e.g. Claims 
1,3 and 10). 

1 5. As for Claim 1 2, Cambot teaches: 
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A computerized graphical user interface of claim 11, wherein the concurrent 
search through metadata from the plurality of tables involves concurrently searching for 
column names of the plurality of tables (See e.g. Claims 1 and 3 and Figures 3-22). 

1 6. As for Claim 1 3, Cambot teaches: 

A computerized graphical user of claim 1 1 further comprising a user selectable 
button for enabling generation of a dynamic chart reflecting the results of the processed 
SQL query (See e.g. col. 15, lines 35-40 and Figure 35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 5 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cambot as applied to claims above, and further in view of Yeager et al. U.S. Patent 
No. 5,950,190 (hereinafter Yeager). 

1 9. As for Claim 5, Cambot teaches: 

A method of claim 1 , wherein the SQL query associated with the predefined 
instruction label of the selected item is displayed in a window defined by the graphical 
user interface (See e.g. Figures 25, 28, and 32-33). 
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20. Cambot does not teach modifying the SQL manually. However, Yeager teaches 
the SQL query being modifiable through change(s) input through the window or through 
a separate SQL query modification window also defined by the graphical user interface 
(See e.g. col. 1, lines 47-58). 

21 . As for Claim 14, Cambot teaches: 

A computerized graphical user interface of claim 1 1 further comprising a query 
window displaying the SQL query associated with the predefined instruction label of the 
selected item (See e.g. Figures 25, 28, and 32-33). 

22. Cambot does not teach modifying the SQL manually. However, Yeager teaches 
the SQL query being modifiable through change(s) input through the query window or 
through a separate SQL query modification window defined by the graphical user 
interface (See e.g. col. 1, lines 47-58). 

23. Cambot and Yeager are from the analogous art of user interfaces for access to 
data in a database. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined Cambot and Yeager. 

24. The motivation to combine Cambot and Yeager comes from the citation and 
comments in Yeager to Cambot. Additionally both are directed towards providing 
access to users to data in databases without requiring SQL knowledge. 

25. Claims 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cambot and further in view of Ensor, U.S. Patent No. 6,609,122 (hereinafter Ensor). 

26. As for Claim 6, Cambot teaches: 
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receiving user input, through the graphical user interface, selecting one of the 
schemas and selecting the item having the predefined instruction label for defining a 
search through metadata from a plurality of tables defined by the selected schema (See 
e.g. Claims 1 and 3); and 

processing the received user input so as to conduct a concurrent search through 
metadata from the plurality of tables, the type of search being based on the selected 
schema and the selected item (See e.g. Claims 1 , 3 and 10 and Figure 23). 
27. Cambot does not teach multiple databases. However, Ensor teaches: 

In a computer system including a first database having a first data platform 
format and a second database having a second data platform format which is different 
than the first data platform format, a method comprising: 

generating a graphical user interface including a user input portion for enabling 
user selection of one of the first and second databases and allowing the user to switch 
access between the first and second databases; 

receiving a user selection of one of the first and second databases through the 
user input portion of the graphical user interface; 

updating the graphical user interface upon receipt of at least the user selection of 
one of the first and second databases so that the graphical user interface presents a 
plurality of schemas defining organization of a plurality of tables in the selected 
database and at least one item including a predefined instruction label associated with a 
corresponding SQL query for defining a search through metadata from a plurality of 
tables defined by a particular schema (See e.g. Figures 4-6 and their descriptions). 
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28. Cambot and Ensor are from the analogous art of user interfaces for access to 
data in a database. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined Cambot and Ensor. 

29. The motivation to combine Cambot and Ensor comes from their common goals of 
providing users access to their data in databases. As stated in Ensor, "DBAs and 
database users desire the ability to quickly browse and edit data residing in database 
tables" (See col. 2, lines 26-28). Both Ensor and Cambot provide this functionality. 
Ensor adds the functionality that permits the data to be in multiple databases. This is a 
natural advancement found in the newer patent of Ensor that takes into consideration 
the modern need for users to access data in more than just a single database. In 
today's business world, users would want to use the common interface presented in 
Cambot to access all their data in multiple databases, which Ensor would allow them to 
do. 

30. As for Claim 7, Cambot as modified by Ensor above teaches the method of Claim 
6. Cambot also teaches wherein each of the tables includes at least one column and 
the concurrent search through metadata from the plurality of tables defined by the 
schema involves concurrently searching for column names of the plurality of tables 
defined by the schema (See e.g. Claims 1 and 3 and Figures 3-22). 

31 . As for Claim 8, Cambot as modified by Ensor above teaches the method of Claim 
6. Cambot also teaches wherein the updated graphical user interface includes a user 
select menu allowing selection of the item having the predefined instruction label 
associated with the corresponding SQL query from among a list having at least one 
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other item having another predefined instruction label associated with another SQL 
query (See e.g. Claims 1 and 3 and Figures 3-22). 

32. As for Claim 9, Cambot as modified by Ensor above teaches the method of Claim 
6. Cambot also teaches further comprising outputting data obtained as a result of the 
search in a dynamic chart (See e.g. col. 15, lines 35-40 and Figure 35). 

33. Cambot and Ensor are from the analogous art of user interfaces for access to 
data in a database. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined Cambot and Ensor. 

34. The motivation to combine Cambot and Ensor comes from their common goals of 
providing users access to their data in databases. As stated in Ensor, "DBAs and 
database users desire the ability to quickly browse and edit data residing in database 
tables" (See col. 2, lines 26-28). Both Ensor and Cambot provide this functionality. 
Ensor adds the functionality that permits the data to be in multiple databases. This is a 
natural advancement found in the newer patent of Ensor that takes into consideration 
the modern need for users to access data in more than just a single database. In 
today's business world, users would want to use the common interface presented in 
Cambot to access all their data in multiple databases, which Ensor would allow them to 
do. 

35. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cambot in view of Ensor, U.S. Patent No. 6,609,122 (hereinafter Ensor) as applied to 
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claim 6 above, and further in view of Yeager et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,950,190 
(hereinafter Yeager). 

36. As for Claim 10, Cambot as modified by Ensor above teaches the method of 
Claim 6. Cambot also teaches wherein the SQL query associated with the selected 
predefined instruction label of the selected item is displayed in a window defined by the 
updated graphical user interface (See e.g. Figures 25, 28, and 32-33). 

37. Cambot does not teach modifying the SQL manually. However, Yeager teaches 
the SQL query being modifiable through change(s) input through the window or through 
a separate SQL query modification window defined by the updated graphical user 
interface (See e.g. col. 1, lines 47-58). 

38. Cambot, Yeager and Ensor are from the analogous art of user interfaces for 
access to data in a database. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have combined Cambot, Yeager and Ensor. 

39. The motivation to combine Cambot and Yeager comes from the citation and 
comments in Yeager to Cambot. Additionally both are directed towards providing 
access to users to data in databases without requiring SQL knowledge. The motivation 
to combine Cambot and Ensor comes from their common goals of providing users 
access to their data in databases. As stated in Ensor, "DBAs and database users 
desire the ability to quickly browse and edit data residing in database tables" (See col. 
2, lines 26-28). Both Ensor and Cambot provide this functionality. Ensor adds the 
functionality that permits the data to be in multiple databases. This is a natural 
advancement found in the newer patent of Ensor that takes into consideration the 
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modern need for users to access data in more than just a single database. In today's 
business world, users would want to use the common interface presented in Cambot to 
access all their data in multiple databases, which Ensor would allow them to do. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christyann Pulliam whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1007. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30 am-5 pm, every other 
Fri 7:30am-4pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bruce can be reached on 571-272-2487. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 
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